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AMENDING SECTION 3238 OF TITLE 18, UNITED STATES 
CODE 


Marcu 11, 1959.—Referred to the House Calendar and ordered to be printed 


Mr. Smirx of California, from the Committee on the Judiciary, 
submitted the following 


REPORT 


(To accompany H.R. 4154] 


The Committee on the Judiciary, to whom was referred the bill 
(H.R. 4154) to amend section 3238 of title 18, United States Code, 
having considered the same, report favorably thereon with an amend- 
ment and recommend that the bill as amended do pass. 

The amendment is as follows: 

On page 2, line 3, after the word “‘or’’, insert the following: “if no 
such residence is known the indictment or information may be filed’’, 


PURPOSE OF THE BILL 


The purpose of the bill is to (1) permit the indictment and trial of 
an offender or joint offenders who commit abroad offenses against 
the United States, in the district where any of the offenders is arrested 
or first brought; (2) to prevent the statute of limitations from tollin 
in cases where an offender or any of the joint offenders remain beyon 
the bounds of the United States by permitting the filing of information 
or indictment in the last known residence of any of the offenders. 
The amendment permits the filing of indictment or information in 
the District of Columbia in the event that the residence of any of the 
offenders in the United States is not known. 
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GENERAL INFORMATION 








The enactment of this legisle ation was rec ‘ommended by the Attorney 

General in the following communication: 
JANUARY 20, 1959, 

THe SPEAKER OF THE House oF REPRESENTATIVES, 

Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Speaker: Attached for your consideration and appro- 
priate action is a legislative proposal to amend section 3238 of title 18, 
United States Code. 

Section 3238 now provides that ‘The trial of all offenses begun or 
committed upon the high seas, or elsewhere out of the jurisidction 
of any particular State or district, shall be in the district where the 
offender is found, or into which he is first brought.” This quoted 
language results in a most awkward situation in certain instances 
when two or more joint offenders are involved. 

If two or more individuals jointly commit acts of treason abroad 
and are thereafter located in different districts within the United 
States, they must, under the present statute, be indicted and tried 
in different jurisdictions. To avoid situations such as those indi- 
cated, it is recommended that section 3238 be amended to provide 
that the trial of offenses begun or committed upon the high seas, or 
elsewhere out of the jurisidiction of a State or district, may be held 
in any district in which one of two or more joint offenders is arrested 
or first brought. 

The proposed bill would also provide that if such offenders are not 
arrested or brought into any district an indictment or information 
may be filed in the district of the last known residence of any of them 
or in the District of Columbia. This change is desirable because 
under existing law there is a question as to whether an offender who 
commits an offense beyond the bounds of the United States and re- 
mains beyond those bounds can be indic ted. The appellate decisions 
indicate that such a person is not a “person fleeing from justice” 
under section 3290 of title 18, United States Code, and that the statute 
of limitations continues to run during his absence. 

1 would appreciate the prompt referral and early introduction of 
this corrective legislation. 

The Bureau of the Budget has advised that there is no objection 
to the submission of this recommendation. 

Sincerely, 
Wituiam P. Rogers, 
Attorney General. 


The instant legislation is designed to cure two important defects 
in the present venue statutes. Its importance is underlined by the 
fact that with the spread of U.S. interests overseas, Federal crimes 
committed outside the United States have increased proportionately. 
Such crimes committed abroad may include treason, fraud against 
the Government, theft or embezzlement of Government property, 
bribery, etc., as well as conspiracy to commit such offenses. 

Under existing law, where joint offenders commit abroad any 
offense, they must be tried separately if they are found in more than 
one judicial district. The term “found” in most cases means 
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“arrested.” For example, if three persons jointly steal Government 
property in Europe and by the time the investigation is completed, 
the three individuals have returned to the United States and are 
located in Boston, New Orleans, and San Francisco, respectively, 
under the present wording of section 3238, title 18, United States 
Code, these three individuals can only be indicted and tried where 
they are found; to wit, in three separate districts. Prosecution must 
be undertaken at the place where they are first found or where they 
are brought into the United States, and if they come into different 
districts the grand jury proceedings and the trials must occur in 
different districts. This is true whether the three joint offenders are 
indicted for the substantive crime or for conspiracy to commit the 
substantive crime. 

The Department of Justice stresses the fact that to try these three 
separate cases arising from a joint crime would place a substantial 
burden on the Government, and would be unnecessarily expensive. 
Moreover, since in this type of case it would be necessary to bring 
witnesses from overseas to establish the commission of a crime and 
the guilt of the accused, it will require transporting the witnesses to 
several districts and, in the event that the trials are widely separated 
in area and in time, it might involve several trips to the United States 
for these witnesses. 

The second purpose of this legislation is designed to clear up a 
serious question arising under the decisions of appellate courts as to 
whether an offender who commits an offense beyond the bounds of the 
United States and continues to remain outside of the United States is 
a “person fleeing from justice” within the terms of title 18, United 
States Code, section 3290. 

It has been submitted to the committee by the Department of 
Justice that in these cases it would be required to prove that the in- 
dividual is in actual flight or has left the jurisdiction before he could 
be considered a fugitive. On the other hand, if the offender is not a 
fugitive, the statute of limitations will continue to run. It has been 
so held in several ——— decisions, e.g., Donnell v. United States 
(229 F. 2d 560 (C.A. 5, 1956)); United States v. Hewecker (79 Fed. 59 

. dds N.Y:, 1896) United States v. Brown (Fed. Cas. 14,665 
(D. Mass., 1873)). 

Illustrative of the situation which the second purpose of this legis- 
lation is designed to reach is the case of an American citizen who 
stole Government property abroad and remains abroad so as to make 
it impossible to undertake criminal prosecution because venue is not 
established under any statute until he is either brought to the United 
States or found in the United States. In the meantime, unless the 
prosecution can demonstrate that he is a fugitive, the statute of 
limitations may run before criminal proceedings against him could 
be instituted. The instant legislation would correct this situation by 
making it possible to file an indictment or information in the case of 
such an offender in the district of his last known residence or in the 
District of Columbia if such residence is not known. 
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THE BOWMAN DECISION 


The committee is satisfied that the enactment of this legislation 
will sustain and implement a decision of the Supreme Court of the 
United States in United States v. Bowman (260 U.S. 94). In this 
decision, delivered by Chief Justice Taft, the Supreme Court of the 
United States held that citizens of the United States, while outside 
the United States, are subject to penal laws passed by the United 
States to protect itself and its property, and such infractions are 
trialable in the district where they are first brought. The committee 
believes that the following excerpts from Chief Justice Taft’s opinion 
should be cited at this point: 


* * * The necessary locus, when not specially defined, 
depends upon the purpose of Congress as evinced by the 
description and nature of the crime and upon the territorial 
limitations upon the power and jurisdiction of a government 
to punish crime under the law of nations. Crimes against 
te individuals or their property, like assaults, murder, 

urglary, larceny, robbery, arson, embezzlement, and frauds 
of all kinds, which affect the peace and good order of the 
community, must of course be committed within the terri- 
torial jurisdiction of the Government where it may properly 
exercise it. If punishment of them is to be extended to in- 
clude those committed outside of the strict territorial juris- 
diction, it is natural for Congress to say so in the statute, and 
failure to do so will negative the purpose of Congress in this 
regard. * * * 

* * * But the same rule of interpretation should not be 
applied to criminal statutes which are, as a class, not logically 
dependent on their locality for the Government’s jurisdic- 
tion, but are enacted because of the right of the Government 
to defend itself against obstruction, or fraud wherever per- 
petrated, especially if committed by its own citizens, officers, 
or agents. Some such offenses can only be committed 
within the territorial jurisdiction of the Government because 
of the local acts required to constitute them. Other are such 
that to limit their locus to the strictly territorial jurisdiction 
would be greatly to curtail the scope and usefulness of the 
statute and leave open a large immunity for frauds as easily 
committed by citizens on the high seas and in foreign coun- 
tries as at home. * * * 


Upon the consideration of all the facts, the committee recommends 
that the bill, H.R. 4154, as amended, do pass. 


he 
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CHANGES IN EXISTING LAW 


In compliance with paragraph 2 of clause 3 of rule XIII of the 
Rules of the House of Resssntatine, changes in existing law made 
by the bill are shown as follows (existing law proposed to be omitted 
is enclosed in black brackets, new matter is printed in italic, existing 
law in which no change is proposed is shown in roman): 


Section 3238 or TittE 18, Unrrep Srates Cops 


The trial of all offenses begun or committed upon the high seas, or 
elsewhere out of the jurisdiction of any particu ae State or district, 
shall be in the district [where the offender is found, or into which he 
is first brought.] in which the offender, or any one of two or more joint 
offenders, is arrested or is first brought; but if such offender or offenders 
are not so arrested or brought into any district, an indictment or in- 
formation may be filed in the district of the last known residence of 
the sama or of any one of two or more joint offenders, or if no such 
residence is known the indictment or information may be filed in the 
District of Columbia. O 
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EXTENDING THE LEASING PROVISIONS OF THE ACT OF 
JUNE 14, 1926, AS AMENDED BY THE ACT OF JUNE 4, 
1954, TO CERTAIN LANDS IN OREGON 


Marcu 11, 1959.—Committed to the Committee of the Whole House on the State 
of the Union and ordered to be printed 


Mr. Uttman, from the Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, 
submitted the following 


REPORT 


[To accompany H.R. 4748] 


The Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs, to whom was re- 
ferred the bill (H.R. 4748) to extend the leasing provisions of the act 
of June 14, 1926, as amended by the act of June 4, 1954 (68 Stat. 173; 
43 U.S.C. 869-869-3), to certain lands in Oregon, and for other 
purposes, having considered the same, report favorably thereon with 
amendments and recommend that the bill as amended do pass. 

The amendment is as follows: 

Page 2, following line 11, add a new section to read as follows: 


Sec. 3. A new section is hereby added to the Act of June 
14, 1926, as amended, supra, to read as follows: 

“Sec 6. All moneys received from or on account of any 
revested Oregon and California Railroad grant lands or 
reconveyed Coos Bay Wagon Road grant lands under this 
Act shall be deposited respectively in the Oregon and Cali- 
fornia land-grant fund and the Coos Bay Wagon Road grant 
fund, and shall be applied in the manner prescribed respec- 
tively by title II of the Act of August 28, 1937 (50 Stat. 875), 
as amended (43 U.S.C. 1181f), and by the Act of May 24, 
1939 (53 Stat. 753).” 





PURPOSE 


The principal purpose of H.R. 4748, introduced by Representative 
Ullman, and of a similar bill (H.R. 4731) introduced by Representative 
Pfost, is to authorize the Department of the Interior to lease revested 
Oregon and California Railroad grant lands and reconveyed Coos Bay 
Wagon Road grant lands to the State of Oregon and its instrumen- 
talities and political subdivisions for recreational or other public pur- 
poses. A second purpose is to repeal the obsolete act of April 13, 1928 
(45 Stat. 429, 43 U.S.C. 869a). 
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EXTENDING LEASING PROVISIONS TO LANDS IN OREGON 
NEED 


In Oregon, as elsewhere in the country, there is a growing demand 
for the development of public recreation areas. A substantial body 
of the land in Federal ownership in that State consists of O. & C, 
and Coos Bay lands. These total about 2 million acres. Because 
of a specific provision in section 1 of the act of June 4, 1954 (68 Stat. 
173, 43 U.S.C. 869), these lands are excluded from the operation of 
that act and, more specifically, cannot be leased to the State and its 
instrumentalities and political subdivisions for recreation or other 
public purposes as can other public lands. While the Department 
of the Interior occasionally issues revocable special-use permits to 
develop these lands for such purposes, permits of this kind do not 
furnish a satisfactory basis for the expenditure of substantial sums of 
State and local tax moneys for long-term developments. Enactment 
of H.R. 4748 would cure this defect by allowing the Secretary of the 
Interior to lease O. & C. and Coos Bay lands for 20-year terms with 
the privilege of renewal if the Secretary finds this to be desirable. A 
witness for the Department of the Interior estimated that during the 
next 10 years about 15,000 acres of land might be thus leased if the 
authority to do so were granted. 

Prior to enactment of the 1954 act, the Secretary had, by virtue of 
the act of April 13, 1928, substantially the same leasing authority 
that H.R. 4748 would revest in him. This authority was lost when 
the 1954 act was enacted. Although the 1928 act still stands on the 
books unrepealed, its provisions have been effectively superseded by 
other acts of Congress and, as proposed by H.R. 4748, would be 
repealed. 

A committee amendment provides that moneys received from leasing 
of lands under the bill shall be disposed of as are other receipts from 
Oregon and California and Coos Bay lands. 


Cost 


This legislation would involve no direct or specific costs to the 
Federal Government. Some small increases in revenue may occur 
through increased rentals for the lease of the affected lands, 


DEPARTMENTAL RECOMMENDATIONS 


As indicated by the following, the Department of the Interior 
recommends enactment of H.R. 4748: 


U.S. DeparTMENT oF THE INTERIOR, 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY, 
Washington, D.C., February 3, 1989. 
Hon. Sam Raysurn, 
Speaker of the House of Representatives, 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Sppaker: There is enclosed a draft of a proposed bill 
to extend the leasing provisions of the act of June 14, 1926, as amended 
by the act of June 4, 1954 (68 Stat. 173; 43 U.S.C., secs. 869-869-3), 
to certain lands in Oregon, and for other purposes. 

We request that the proposed bill be referred to the appropriate 
committee for consideration and we recommend that it be enacted. 
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The Recreation Act of June 14, 1926 (c. 578, 44 Stat. 741), author- 
ized the Secretary of the Interior to convey or lease to States or their 


and subdivisions unreserved nonmineral public lands which he had classi- 
oy fied as chiefly valuable for recreational purposes. Section 1 of the 
we act of April 13, 1928 (45 Stat. 429; 43 U.S.C., sec. 869a), extended 
bse the 1926 act, with certain limitations, to the revested Oregon and 
tat, California Railroad grant lands and the reconveyed Coos Bay Wagon 
1 0f FF Road grant lands. The Recreation and Public Purposes Act of June 
| its 4, 1954 (68 Stat. 173; 43 U.S.C., secs. 869-869-3), amended the 1926 
ther act in its entirety. While no reference was made in that act to the 
ent 1928 act, it was specifically stated therein that it was not applicable 
} to to the Oregon and California and Coos Bay lands. In view of this 
not fit is probable that the Congress, in passing the 1954 act, intended to 
8 of repeal the 1928 act. 
ent We do not believe that the Recreation and Public Purposes Act 
the should be made applicable in all respects to the Oregon and California 
vith and Coos Bay lands, but we do feel that it would be appropriate to 
A permit governmental bodies to lease such lands thereunder. We do 
the not believe that nonprofit corporations and associations should be 
the permitted to lease them, however, nor do we believe that these lands 
should be subject to sale to any parties. The act of August 28, 1937 
e of (50 Stat. 674), as amended (43 U.S.C., secs. 1181a-1181f), which gov- 
rity erns the management of the Oregon and California and Coos Bay 
hen lands by this Department, states that they shall be managed for 
the certain purposes, including “* * * providing recreational facilities 
by * * *” The Department issues special land use permits to local 
be governmental agencies to develop the lands for recreational purposes. 
: However, it is obvious that these agencies cannot be expected to 
Ing | operate most effectively and to justify the expenditure of funds under 
‘om revocable permits. Some of these lands are eminantly suited to public 


recreational use, and local agencies are both willing and able to under- 
take their development for that purpose. 

Therefore, the basic purpose of the proposed bill is to extend the 
the leasing provisions of the 1954 act to the smell and California and 
the Coos Bay lands. This would be accomplished by section 2 of 
the proposed bill. Under its terms no lands could be leased to non- 
governmental bodies. 

A second purpose is to repeal the 1928 act, which would be ac- 
complished by section 1 of our proposal. A brief summary of the 
rior provisions of that act may prove helpful. It extended the leasing 

pom. of the 1926 act to the Oregon and California and Coos Bay 

> lands. We have indicated above that we have assumed that the 

| 1954 act was a tacit repeal of this measure. In any event, section 2 

| | of the proposed bill would extend the leasing provisions of the 1954 
: act to these lands. The 1928 act also placed certain limitations on 
» the exchange of Oregon and California lands, but this provision was 
superseded by the act of July 31, 1939 (c. 401, 53 Stat.1144). The 
* 1928 act also set a minimum price for the sale of such lands, but this 


cur 


bill | | provision was superseded by section 3 of the act of August 28, 1937, 
led it supra. The 1928 act provided for the disposition of revenues from 
3), » Oregon and California lands under the 1926 act. Section 3 of the 

"proposed bill would replace these provisions by stipulating that reve- 
ate * xnues would be employed in accordance with the terms of the 1937 act. 
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The Bureau of the Budget has advised that there is no objection 
to the submission of this proposed legislation to you. 
Sincerely yours, 
Roger Ernst, 
Assistant Secretary of the Interior. 


COMMITTEE RECOMMENDATIONS 


The Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs recommends enact- 
ment of H.R. 4748, as amended. 


CHANGES IN EXISTING LAW 


In compliance with clause 3 of rule XIII of the Rules of the House 
of Representatives, changes in existing law made by the bill, as intro- 
duced, are shown as follows (existing law proposed to be omitted 
is enclosed in black brackets, new matter is printed in italics, existing 
law in which no change is proposed is shown in roman): 


Act or Apri 13, 1928 (45 Strat. 429: 43 U.S.C. 869a) 


{The provisions of the Act of Congress approved June 14, 1926 
(Forty-fourth Statutes at Large, page 741), entitled “An Act to 
authorize acquisition or use of public lands by States, counties, or 
municipalities for recreational purposes,” are hereby extended to 
former Oregon and California Railroad gt lands revested in the 
United States under the Act of June 9, 1916 (Thirty-ninth Statutes 
at Large, page 218), and to former Coos Bay Wagon Koad grant lands 
reconveyed to the United States under the Act of February 26, 1919 
(Fortieth Statutes at Large, page 1179): Provided, That any lands 
leased hereunder shall thereafter be exempt from any further claim 
by the county wherein such leased lands are located for payment 2 
moneys, the equivalent of taxes, as authorized under the Relief . 
of July 13, 1926 (Forty-fourth Statutes at Large, page 915) " Prediee d 
further, That only such lands as are within or contiguous to the former 
limits of said grants may be accepted in an exchange hereunder for 
such former grant lands and that all lands and timber secured by 
virtue of any such exchange shall be disposed of in accordance with 
the terms and provisions of said Revestment Act of June 9, 1916: 
And provided further, That no sales of lands classified under said Act 
of June 9, 1916, as of class 3, or agricultural lands, shall be made for 
less than $2.50 per acre, and of lands of class 2, or timberlands, for 
less than the appraised value of the timber thereon. 

[Sec. 2. That all moneys received from or on account of any lands 
leased or “old hereunder shall be applied in the manner prescribed by 
the aforesaid Acts of June 9, 1916, and February 26, 1919.] 
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Act or June 14, 1926 (44 Svar. , AS AMENDED BY THE AcT OF 
JUNE 4, 1954 (68 Sra. 17: oH ae 


The Act approved June 14, 1926 (44 Stat. 741; 4: BUSC., sec. 869), 
entitled “An Act to authorize acqui ition or use ot public ands by 
States, counties, or municipalities for recreational purposes’, is hereby 
amended to read as follows: 

Suction 1. (a) The Secretary of the Interior upon application filed 
by a duly qualified applicant under section 2 of this Act may, in the 
manner prescribed by this Act, dispose of any public lands to a State 
Territory, county, munic ipality, or other State, Territorial, or oe ral 
instrumentality or political subdivision for any public patieee 's, or to 
a nonprofit corporation or nonprofit association for any recreational 
or any public purpose consistent with its articles of in corp oration or 


other creating authority. Before the land ms Ly be disposed of under 


this Act it must be shown to the satisfaction of the Secrets ry that the 
land is to be used for an established or definitely propose: Por iect. 
The Secretary may classify public lands in Alaska for disposition under 
this Act. Lands so classified may not be appropriated under any 
other public land law unless the Secretary revises such classification 
or authorizes the disposition of an interest in the lands under other 
applicable law. If, within eighteen months following such classifica- 
tion, no application has been tiled for the purpose for which the lands 
have been so classified, then the Secretary shall restore such lands to 
appropriation under the applicable public land laws. 

(b) No more than six ie dred a forty acres may be conveyed to 
any one grantee in any one calendar year. 

(c) Where the lands have been withdrawn in aid of a function of a 
Federal department or agency other than the Department of the 
Interior, or of a State, tiled y, county, municipality, water district, 
or other local governmental subdivision or agence vy, the Secretary of the 
Interior may make disposals under this Act only with the consent of 
such Federal department or agency, or of such State, Territory, or 
local governmental unit. a otnine in this Act shall be construed to 
apply to lands in any national forest, national park, or national monu- 
ment, or national wildlife refuge, or the revested Oregon and Cali- 
fornia Railroad grant lands in the State of Oregon, or the reconveyed 
Coos Bay Wagon Road grant lands in the State of Oregon, or to any 
Indian lands, or lands set aside or held for the use or benefit of Indians, 
including lands over which jurisdiction has been transferred to the 
Department of the Interior by Executive order for the use of Indians.] 
Nothing in this Act shall be construed to apply to lands in any national 
forest, national park, or national monument, or national wildlife refuge, 
or to any Indian lands or lands set aside or held for the use or benefit 
of Indians, including lands over which jurisdiction has been transferred to 
the Department of the Interior by Executive order for the use of Indians, or, 
except insofar as this Act applies to leases of land to States and counties 
and to State and Federal instrumentalities and political subdivisions 
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and to municipal corporations, to the revested Oregon and California 
Railroad grant lands and the reconveyed Coos Bay Wagon Road grant 
lands in the State of Oregon. Nor shall any disposition be made 
under this Act for any use authorized under any other law, except 
for a use authorized under the Act of June 1, 1938 (52 Stat. 609; 43 
U.S.C., sec. 682a), as amended. 

Sec. 2. The Secretary of the Interior may after due consideration 
as to the power value of the land, whether or not withdrawn therefor, 
(a) sell such land to the State, Territory, county, or other State, Terri- 
torial, or Federal instrumentality or political subdivision in which the 
lands are situated, or to a nearby municipal corporation in the same 
State or Territory, for the purpose for which the land has been classi- 
fied, and conveyances of such land for historic-monument purposes 
under this subsection shall be made without monetary consideration, 
while conveyances for any other purpose under this subsection shall 
be made at a price to be fixed by the Secretary of the Interior through 
appraisal or otherwise, after taking into consideration the purpose 
for which the lands are to be used; (b) lease such land to the State, 
Territory, county, or other State, Territorial, or Federal instrumen- 
tality or political subdivision in which the lands are situated, or to a 
nearby municipal corporation in the same State or Territory, for the 
purpose for which the land has been classified, at a reasonable annual 
rental, for a period up to twenty years, and, at the discretion of the 
Secretary, with a privilege of renewal for a like period, (c) sell such 
land to a nonprofit corporation or nonprofit association, for the purpose 
for which the land has been classified, at a price to be fixed by the 
Secretary of the Interior through appraisal, atter taking into consider- 
ation the purpose for which the lands are to be used, or (d) lease such 
land to a nonprofit corporation or nonprofit association at a reasonable 
annual rental, for a period up to twenty years, and, at the discretion 
of the Secretary, with a privilege of renewal for a like period. Each 
patent or lease so issued shall contain a reservation to the United States 
of all mineral deposits in the lands conveyed or leased and of the right 
to mine and remove the same, under applicable laws and regulations 
to be established by the Secretary. Each lease shall contain a pro- 
vision for its termination upon a finding by the Secretary that the land 
has not been used by the lessee for the purpose specified in the lease 
for such period, not over five years, as may be specified in the lease, 
or that such land or any part thereof is being devoted to another use. 

Sec. 3. Title to lands conveyed by the Government under this Act 
may not be transferred by the grantee or its successor except, with 
the consent of the Secretary of the Interior, to a transferee which 
would be a qualified grantee under section 2(a) or (c) and subject to 
the acreage limitation contained in section 1(b) of this Act. A grantee 
or its successor may not change the use specified in the conveyance to 
another or additional use except, with the consent of the Secretary, 
to a use for which such grantee or its successor could obtain a convey- 
ance under this Act. If at any time after the lands are conveyed by 
the Government, the grantee or its successor attempts to transfer title 
to or control over these lands to another or the lands are devoted to 
a use other than that for which the lands were conveyed, without the 
consent of the Secretary, title to the lands shall revert to the United 
States. The provisions of this section, however, shall cease to be in 
effect as to any lands patented under this Act twenty-five years after 
the issuance of patent for such lands. 
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Src. 4. The Secretary may authorize transfers of title or changes 
in use in accordance with the provisions of section 3 of this Act with 
respect to any patent heretofore issued under any Act upon applica- 
tion by a patentee qualified to obtain a conveyance under section 2(a) 
or (c) of this Act. If the Secretary, pursuant to such an application, 
authorizes such transfer or use, all reverter provisions and other limi- 
tations on transfer or use, under this or any other Act affecting the 
lands involved, shall cease to be in effect twenty-five years after the 
Secretary authorizes the transfer or use for a changed or additional 
purpose under the provisions of this section. 

Src. 5. The Act of September 30, 1890, entitled ‘‘An Act to author- 
ize entry of the public lands by incorporated cities and towns for 
cemetery and park purposes’’, and the Act of October 17, 1940, en- 
titled ‘““An Act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior to sell or 
lease for park or recreational purposes, and to sell for cemetery pur- 
poses, certain public lands in Alaska’, are hereby repealed. 

Sec. 6. All moneys received from or on account of any revested Oregon 
and California Railroad grant lands or reconveyed Coos Bay Wagon Road 
grant lands under this Act shall be deposited respectively in the Oregon 
and California land-grant fund and the Coos Bay Wagon Road grant 
fund, and shall be applied in the manner prescribed respectively by title II 
of the Act of August 28, 1937 (50 Stat. 875), as amended (43 U.S.C. 
1181f), and by the Act of May 24, 1939 (53 Stat. 753). 
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